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ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA TO MY ESSAY 
ON "THE ANTI-KARAITE WRITINGS OF 
SAADIAH GAON" 

(J. Q.E.,X, 238-76). 

In general, cf. Steinschneider, Arab. Liter, d. Juden, 
pp. 50-1 and 65 (no. 10-13), ^^o ibid., p. 339 ; my Zur 
jild.-arah. Litter., pp. 42-3, and Bacher, Jewish Encycl., X, 
p. 582, as well as the passages quoted there. In particular, 
the following must also be added : 

P. a42, 1. 3 from bottom. Saadiah's work against 'An&n 
was preserved longer than I originally assumed, for it is 
mentioned in a list of books at the end of the twelfth 
century. See R. £. J., XLV, 192, No. a, and the passages 
quoted there. Cf. also supra, No. 32, and Hirschfeld, 
J. Q. B., XIX, 137. 

P. 344, 1. 33 seq. The conclusion of the vi^rhii nxna 
has been found in the Geniza, and edited by Hirschfeld 
{J.Q.R., XVI, 102-5)^. We learn from it that the whole 
work consisted perhaps of eight sections (see p. 103, 1. 18: 

ni^j^JN 'a iino^N *^n dv^x nanyn in li^N nl;^ 3Na!?N mn , . ,), 
and that the penultimate seventh section (the conclusion 
of which is extant in this fragment) dealt with the 
problem of niB'n mnD», whilst in the last the question 
about the two days' observance of festivals (except the 
Day of Atonement) in the Diaspora is discussed. This 
last section, which has been preserved in its entirety, 
occupies altogether two printed pages, and if we were to 
conclude from this with regard to the other sections, the 
r^Dni>N axna must have been small in compass. But it is 
also possible that the work became split up into several 
parts (ns^NpO), and that we have before us only the seventh 

' The fragment edited by Harkavy {.T.Q.E., XIII, 656, 657) is probably 
rather a part of Saadiah's polemical work against Ibn Saqaweihi, see 
above, No. a. 
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and eighth sections of the last part ^. We know, as a matter 
of fact, that this work must have dealt with other subjects 
besides the calendar and the festivals (see my essay, p. 452). 
We can enter only very briefly here into the contents of 
this fragment. In the seventh section it is shown, in the 
first place, that one and the same word (in our case nat?) in 
two neighbouring verses, or even in one and the same verse, 
can very well have two diflferent meanings (hence, in our 
case, festival-day and week) ; and secondly, that the Karaites 
are wrong in deducing an argument for their own interpre- 
tation from the non-mention of a fixed date for the Feast 
of Weeks in the Bible. Then the opinion of a min* 
''3N"n33DN?N is advanced, that just as the harvest of wheat 
is fifty days distant from that of barley, so Is that of the 
new wine from that of wheat, which thus falls at the end 
of Tammuz, and that a similar interval divides the harvest 
of oil from that of the new wine, so that on the aoth of 
Elul an oil offering had to be brought. Saadiah adds 
that the author had arguments in support of this (^J^Wni 
ibi '<bv rh). That Philo is meant by this Judah the 
Alexandrian, as Hirschfeld supposes, is possible; these 
recent discoveries have shown that his works (in an 
oriental translation) were known in the ninth and tenth 
centuries in the East, and that he is also quoted, for 
example, by Qirqisani as '•JN^^J^DNi'^< (see all the details in 
my essay, "Philon dans I'ancienne litt^rature juddo-arabe," 
in R.^.J., L, 10-31). — In the last or eighth section it is 
also stated that it is a tradition handed down by the prophets 
that outside Palestine two days were observed instead of 
one ; and it is then shown that no offence is thus intended 
against Deut. xiii. 1, for we do not read here : " Whatsoever 
I write unto you ... ye shall not add thereto, nor diminish 
from it," but " Whatsoever I command you," and that which 
is handed down by tradition must be regarded as having been 
commanded just as well as that which is written (p. 103, 1. 9 

* This would become a certainty if the ■'Sis'jn n^n^«, mentioned in 
the next note, were really taken from the Tamjiz. 

E 2 
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from bottom : t6 hp2 Dnspw^ mJK }N 'bvb NipD^K riDDn^NS . . . 
D'<h KiNS piDs^N iiiK njbna wdd yijn [MS. oh] xh vb fioin 
mill Danx nivo in ndjni da!? ana ''aox icn nann i>3 nx n''a 
ain5n!'N3 '•iiv nD5i>x ijy i^lpJO^N). A principle is here ex- 
pressed, of the range of which Saadiah himself was perhaps 
not conscious. 

The fragment edited by Schechter {Saadyana, No. IX) 
must also belong to the Kitab al-tamjiz ^. In this fragment 
Saadiah adduces various passages in Rosh ha-Shanah as a 
support for his theory of the great age of the calculation 
of the calendar, e. g. from Mishna, I, 9, which shows that 
often witnesses arrived after the lapse of a whole night and 
a whole day, so that their declaration could not be of 
influence any more on the fixing of the new month. The 
object of the observation, therefore, was only to support 
the calculation (see Saadyana, p. ^^, 1. 1 : nJ"3 7"'N^1 nina , . . 
jN-'a^N )n ND3N cinijND-iNi Dn^JNytrNi n»p^i5 nm:6o ft? rinvNi 
3NDn^K p''pnn ^a snitsy' [i]jn3 nisN b't^-ha nnt) prba [read }x"'3^] 

i^K), a well-known favourite hypothesis of Saadiah. The 
earlier Karaites, on the other hand, forged a weapon against 
the Fayyumite out of the data in Rosh ha-Shanah, I-II. 

P. 345, n. 3. The passage from Moses b. Ezra is now 
known in the Arabic original, and here also we read : 
niips'D p •hn nil ^ r^'-on^s asna "a, see supra, vol. XVIII, 
p. 214, n. 3- 

P. 252, 1, 22 seq. On the nMpND pN >b)3 ni^N a^?n^ (so read 
line 34 instead of n^lpD), of which several fragments of the 
Arabic oiiginal have likewise now been discovered, see supra. 
No. 2. On the passage cited by Mebasser respecting the 
controversy between R. Meir and the sages, see also Z.f.H.B., 
IV, 21 (where in n. 3 instead oi J.Q.R., X, 852, read 252). 

' As I have observed subsequently, thei-e is here a gap between leaf a 
and 3 of the MS. Natan b, Isaac al-Siqili seems to have compiled 
a work for the support of tradition in general and that of the great age 
of the 'Ibbur in particular, and for this object to have included the first 
chapter ('SwSk n'rk»poS«) of the v'nnbw anna in his work or compilation 
(my Schechter's Saadyana, p. i6, s. v. Hatan, is therefore to be corrected). 
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P. 254, 1. 19 seq. This polemical work of Saadiah iiS 
mentioned in a list of books from the end of the twelfth 
century as l^DNnnD "bv 'il^N asna, and in another of uncertain 
date as i'finnoi'N "h]) Ti^N. In both places, therefore, the 
mysterious word DVn is missing (see my Schechter's 
Saadyana, p. 23, no. 24). The passage from Nissim's rhio 
D''inD is really taken from the anonymous D^^nn nsD, a.nd 
is again printed in Jellinek's J*nn DiOJip, p. 46 (cf also his 
D"3loin D"il33ip, first edition, p. 29, and Steinschneider, l.c., 
p. 65, n. 13). The quotations in Jehuda b. Barzilai's Jesira 
commentary originate perhaps rather from the polemical 
work against Ibn SS;qaweihi, see supra, vol. XVIII, p. 214, 
n. 7. 

P. 255, 1. 27 seq. On Ben Zuta, see supra, No. i. 

P. 256, 1. 4 from bottom. Verbal examples of Saadiah's 
anti-Karaite Polemic in his commentary on the Pentateuch 
have now been supplied by Harkavy (directed against 'An4n, 
see \Mr\, VI, pp. 38-40), and by Hirschfeld. The latter has 
printed from the Geniza two fragments : on Exod. xxxv. 3, and 
on Lev. xi. 11-21 (/. Q. R., XVIII, 600 seq. ; XIX, 136- seq.). 
In the fli-st fragment, which contains an extensive polemic 
on nyan sij, the following passage is especially interesting 
(p. 607, 1. 7) : mni '•a ninxa ot^'^pba pnoa N3*i>y pbyn p dnjoi 
N03 i?"!) ri''j?K>D^N yNic^N '•a Dti'<pbti {jNtaax n^in DipD^Na ^ntj' 
r\b nsha n^N narcha ^a n^'-yiD ■b)} na mil. Hii-schfeld 
(p. 600, n. 3) sees here the title of a book composed by 
Saadiah against the application of Analogy in traditional 
laws, identifies it with an elsewhere cited bv CiN'pi'N axna 
n''j«3D!jN yN-iB'i'N, would here amend m^phti to DN''p!'N 
(and also apparently bli to *a), and would insert iJNDaN. 
But all that Saadiah says is that a Karaite, in order to 
establish the prohibition (Exod. xxxv. 3) according to 
Karaite views, had relied on the method of Analogy, but 
that in a work which he had written against this Karaite 
(probably 'AnS,n) he had opposed the application of this 
method in traditional laws. There is thus no reference 
here to a special work against the method of Analogy. 
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Anyhow, it follows from this passage that it has been 
wrongly ascribed to Jefet, and therefore my own con- 
clusion {J.Q.R., XVIII, 229) must be corrected. In the 
fragment on Leviticus, Saadiah is throughout controvert- 
ing 'AnS,n, as Hirschfeld rightly says. Saadiah does not 
name him, but indicates him as phnnn^N j"y3 (fol. 1"°, 1. 16 ; 
fol. 4^0, 1, 14), i'"^« K'in (fol. a'°, 1. 15 ; ibid.^°, 1. 3 ; fol. 5'°, 
1. 17), and also vn^D^N sin (fol. 4''°, 1, 18). All the opinions 
here opposed are from other sources known to be 'An&n's. 
Thus besides the prohibition against eating fish which one 
of another religion has caught (see the proof by Hirsch- 
feld, XIX, 138), there are also the following prohibitions : 
(j) to touch dead fish and birds; see his niXDii 1BD, ed. 
Harkavy, p. 66; {2) to eat dead fish, see Z.f.H.B., 
IV, p. 74, and above, vol. XVIII, p. 218 ; (3) to eat hens, 
see J. Q. B., XIX, 73 (where the words of Saadiah entirely 
agree with the foregoing) ; and (4) to eat any birds except 
pigeons, with reference to Gen. viii. 20, see nivon "ISD, p. 67. 

P. 257, 1. 19. Besides in the commentary on the Penta- 
teuch, Saadiah also disputes with the Karaites in the 
commentary on Proverbs: for the passages see Heller, 
R.iJ.J., XXXVII, 229-30 (the passage on xxx. 10-17 "lust 
also be added, which Saadiah likewise refers to the oppo- 
nents of tradition, who " calumniate the servants," i. e. the 
prophets, and those who follow them, before *' their Lord," 
i.e. God, inasmuch as they characterize their tradition as 
falsehood. Verse 10 is especially directed against these 
calumniators). 

Ibid., 1. 3 from bottom. That Saadiah with the }»» Dip 
nniiT'i'Nn PiODn'' aims at the Karaites was doubted by 
Horovitz (Die Psyckologie des Saadia, Breslau, 1898, 
pp. 69-70) and Schreiner (Z.f. H. B., Ill, 90), but without 
justification ; see ibid., p. 176, n. 22. 

P. 259, 1. 3. In his commentary on the thirteen rules of 
B. Ishmael perhaps Saadiah also followed, however, an 
anti-Karaite tendency; cf. R.£.J., XL VII, 136. 

Ibid., 1. 8. Cf. my Z%r jild.-arab. Litter., p. 42, where 
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I conjectured, inter alia, that a passage from this work 
is quoted in the fragment Saadyana, ed. Schechter, no. XVI. 
We here find that the persons with whom cohabitation 
is subject to limitations are to be divided into seven 
ascending degrees (p. 44, 1. 17: n[']DnD jINJ nnyo Iran btip 
••ni -lisijN |D 3j«{N nnxi bi nhjn^b'j niDnoiJN DNDiNi>N y'nj 
1^N [read riyao] nyao) as follows: (i) harlots; (3) those 
despoiled of virginity; (3) relatives (twenty-eight in 
number, twenty according to scripture, eight according to 
tradition) ; (4) married women; (5) women in menstruation; 
(6) heathen women ; and (7) sodomites \ Similarly 
Hirschfeld edited a Geniza fragment (J.Q B., XVII, 713 
seq.) and rightly proved that it belongs to Saadiah's work 
on " forbidden marriages." Here allusion is actually made 
to the " heretics " (ilNli^N), who stand in opposition to " us, 
the entire body of Rabbanites " (r:m!?N yoj |nJ, p. 717, 
IL 15, 26). There ought, therefore, to be no doubt any longer 
about the existence of this work of the Gaon. 

Ibid., 1. 33. A b'^nn anna is also mentioned in a book- 
list of the end of the twelfth century; it is probably 
Saadiah's work of the same name. See J. Q. R., XIII, 338 ; 
R.£.J., XL, 87. But the Geniza fragment edited by 
Hirschfeld (/. Q. R., XV H, 731 seq.) belongs not to the axna 
y^NIE'i'N of Saadiah, but consists of a portion of his 'Amandt, 
cf. ibid., XVIII, 146. 

P. 360, 1. 7 seq. On the 'jnND^^N axna see also my 
Schechter's Saadyana, p. 33, no. 33, and Bacher, R. £. J., 
XLIX, 398. 

P. 361, 1. 3 from bottom. Eead MS. Heb. e 45 (Cat, 
Bodl., vol. n, No. 3787I). 

Ibid., n. 3. On the nnj?D 31 lipi quoted by Rashi on 
Ps. xlv. 10, cf. also Bacher, Die Anfdnge d. hebr. Gram- 
matik, p. 60, n. 3, and Steinschn eider, Vorlesungen ilber d. 
Kunde hebr. Handschriften, p. I5- 

' Cf. an analogous classification with regard to the marriage law, of 
which Jacob b. Ephraim is the author, in my monograph on the latter, 
pp. vii, xviii {=Kau/mann-6edenkbuoh, pp. 175, 186). 
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P. 26^, 1. 14. In the commentary on Job xii. 7 (CEuvres, 
V, p. 40), besides this verse Ps. cxxxix. 8 is also given as 
an example of a figure of speech : D''Nnai'K baon }N p»N 'h\ 

D^DE' PDN DK 'ip bm Nini • • • D«b^N '•£1 J^NID tnn • • • 1T)^'6 

iijN nnn OB'. 

Ibid., 1. 35. Instead of iD^'i^Nl NO we should read (as Herr 
Mag. Israelson points out to me in a letter) ICJ bm ND. 

P. 265, n. I. This passage of Saadiah is, as can now 
be established, directed not against Jehuda ha-Parsi, but 
against the noted Karaite author of the ninth century, 
Benjamin al-Nahawendi. The latter had maintained that 
there are two kinds of month, lunar and solar (m» iBnn 
and niBlpn ''B'ln) ; and even found a proof for his position 
in Haggai i. 15 and ii. i, where an event is dated in two 
ways, by the a4th Elul and the 21st Tishri, The difference 
of twenty-seven days is, he holds, to be referred to the 
difference between the lunar and solar months. Compare 
my remarks in R. JS. J., L, 19. 

P. a68, n. 2. The article I promised here on Arabic 
expressions for the figure of hyperbole among Jewish 
authors appeared in Z.f.H.B., Ill, 93 seq. Cf. also ibid., 
p. 177, and the passage just cited from Saadiah's com- 
mentary on Job. 

P. 275, 1. 8. I published a rather long passage from 
this little anti-Karaite work on 'An&n in R. £. J., XLV, 194 
seq., and discussed it in detail. Cf. also Steinschneider, 
1. c, p. 342 infra, and my Zur jiid.-arab. Litter., p. 86. 
Naturally the polemical campaign against the Karaites did 
not cease after Saadiah, but continued till the most recent 
times. ' I need only mention, e. g. (besides those named 
in my essay, pp. 274-5) in the Orient, Samuel ibn J^mi' 
(see R. JS. J., 1. c, 201), David b. Zimra {Responsa, No. 796), 
and Levi b. Habib (see above, vol. XVIII, p. 219, n. 5) ; in 
Byzantium, Tobias b. Eliezer, author of 31D n^b (see Buber's 
Preface, § 14); in Spain, Judah ibn Barslm {R.6.J., l.c.,193), 
Moses ibn Ezra (ibid., 198), and Judah b. Barzilai (D^nyn nsD, 
ed. Melcize Mrdamim, p. 25) ; in Germany and France, 
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Moses Taku {R.£.J., 1. c, aoi), Zerahia ha-Levi (Moor, 
Sabbath, § 3 beginning), and Simson of Sens (see R. JS. J., 
VII, 41); in Italy, Aaron Abulrabi (in his commentary on 
Deut. XXV. 4 ; cf. Jt. £. J., XXI, 253), &c. The polemics. of 
these writers, however, are only of an incidental character ; 
with the exception of the author of the anonymous little 
work just mentioned, none of them composed a special 
controversial treatise, unless we are to consider as such 
the work of a Turkish Eabbi of last century, Solomon 
Kimhi, entitled n»i)e> WKiJtD (printed 1862). The author 
here endeavoured to show that the Karaites are to be con- 
sidered as beasts, that it is forbidden to instruct them in 
the Torah, and that it is permitted to kill them. These 
statements were so monstrous that every copy of the work 
that could be seized was consigned to the flames by order 
of the Haham Bashi, Yakir Geron, in Constantinople. See 
Franco, Essai sur Vhistoire des IsraAlites de I'Empire 
Ottoman (Paris, 1897), pp. 171, 17a, and Jew. Encycl., s.v. 

(VII. 497). 

S, P. 



